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Chiral topological superconductors are expected to appear as intermediate states when a quantum
anomalous Hall system is proximity coupled to an s-wave superconductor and the magnetization
direction is reversed. In this paper we address the edge state properties of ordinary quantum Hall
systems proximity coupled to s-wave superconductors, accounting explicitly for Landau quantiza-
tion. We find that the appearance of topological superconducting phases with an odd number of
Majorana edge modes is dependent on the structure of the system’s vortex lattice. More precisely,
vortex lattices containing odd number of superconducting flux quanta per unit cell, always sup-
port an even number of chiral edge channels and are therefore adiabatically connected to normal
quantum Hall insulators. We discuss strategies to engineer chiral topological superconductivity in
proximity-coupled quantum Hall systems by manipulating vortex lattice structure.
I. INTRODUCTION
The quest for Majorana modes in two-dimensional
electron systems has been one of the most active ar-
eas of condensed matter research over the past decade.
Majorana modes were initially proposed by Ettore Majo-
rana [1, 2] as an interpretation of real solutions of the free
particle Dirac equation in which particles are their own
antiparticles. The topic of Majorana particles and modes
then received an interesting boost from condensed matter
physics after the theoretical prediction of their presence
as quasiparticles of the ν = 5/2 fractional quantum Hall
state, and as zero energy Bogoliubov-de-Gennes (BdG)
quasiparticles in superconductors with p±ip pairing sym-
metry [3, 4].
Two-dimensional (2D) superconductors with p ± ip
pairing break time reversal (T )-symmetry and have low
energy propagating chiral edge modes that satisfy the
Majorana property γ†k = γ−k. The appearance of edge
localized quasiparticles in these superconductors is re-
lated to the topological classification of the Bogoliubov-
de-Gennes (BdG) mean-field Hamiltonians that appear
in the theory of superconductivity. An important dis-
tinction between the topological classification of super-
conductors and that of ordinary non-interacting band
electrons is that the BdG Hamiltonian acts in a dou-
bled Hilbert space. Its fermionic quasiparticles are cor-
respondingly superposition of electron and hole com-
ponents. The two dimensional, T -symmetry broken
topological superconductor is in class D of the Altland-
Zirnbauer classification [5]. The topological phase of
this superconductor is identified by an integer Z index
which counts the number of chiral Majorana edge modes
(CMEM). When the index Z is even, the system is topo-
logically equivalent to an ordinary quantum Hall system
and therefore does not provide a distinct transport sig-
nature of chiral Majorana edge modes. On the other
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hand, when the index Z is odd, the identification of Ma-
jorana edge modes and topological superconductivity can
in principle be accomplished by detecting half quantized
Hall plateaus. This distinction between odd and even-Z,
or equivalently between odd and even numbers of Ma-
jorana edge modes is the starting point for the present
work.
Propagating Majorana modes at the edge of 2D topo-
logical superconductors (TSCs) are similar in many ways
to the Majorana zero modes (MZMs) localized at the
ends [6, 7] of 1D TSCs. MZMs can also be found as
zero energy quasiparticles bound to an isolated vortex in
a 2D-TSC threaded by a unit magnetic flux [6] and are of
potential interest as a physical basis for topological quan-
tum computation because of their non-Abelian braiding
statistics [8, 9]. A recent proposal also shows that chiral
Majorana edge modes can also be used to achieve topo-
logical quantum computation [10].
Since natural TSCs are rare, efforts have been made to
engineer them. The first success was achieved by prox-
imity coupling semiconductor quantum wires with strong
Rashba spin-orbit coupling to an s-wave superconductor
under a Zeeman field [11–17]. Topological superconduc-
tivity can also be achieved by proximity coupling s-wave
superconductors to topological insulator surface states
[18–24], placing magnetic ion chains/islands on top of an
s-wave superconductor [25–27], and occurs in some Fe-
based superconductors [28–31]. For TSC systems based
on proximity-coupling to parent s-wave superconductors,
the general scheme is to obtain the topological property
from an exploitable feature of the electronic structure of
the host system, for example from the large spin-splitting
in the Dirac-like surface state of 2D band topological
insulators [18]. Alternately, the topological nature can
stem from single particle Chern bands [21].
Experimental work on topological superconductors has
so far focused mainly on finding MZMs at the end of
quasi-1D chains [15–17, 20, 25]. Although the Majo-
rana edge modes have been elusive, one recent exper-
iment [21, 22] has identified possible signatures in a
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2transport study of a magnetic topological insulator thin
film that is proximity coupled to an s-wave supercon-
ductor [22]. In their normal state, magnetic topological
insulators can be tuned between Chern insulator states
that exhibits a quantized anomalous Hall effect which
changes sign upon magnetization reversal. In thin films,
magnetized topological insulator can also become nor-
mal insulators. The Chern insulator is formed when in-
teractions between surface state quasiparticles and the
magnetic order parameter are dominant and the normal
insulator state when hybridization between the top and
bottom surfaces of the film are dominant. When coupled
to an s-wave superconductor the Chern insulator states
yields even-Z TSCs, whereas the normal state generates a
topologically trivial superconductor. If one naively mod-
els magnetization reversal by smoothly changing the cou-
pling between quasiparticle spins and the magnetic order
parameter between positive and negative values, odd-Z
superconducting states that support isolated Majorana
edge modes appear as an intermediate phase. Because
film thickness cannot be tuned in situ, the transition
between normal states with different Chern numbers is
normally tuned by using an external magnetic field to
drive magnetization reversal, generating an intermedi-
ate state that typically contains a magnetic domain pat-
tern [32], complicating the interpretation of any experi-
ment [22, 33–36]. In this paper, we theoretically explore
the possibility of following an alternative and potentially
simpler route to engineer Majorana edge modes, namely
by looking near plateau transitions in ordinary quantum
Hall systems.
Since the quantum Hall (QH) effect usually requires
fairly strong external magnetic fields it has until recently
generally been viewed as being incompatible with super-
conductivity. Observing TSC in QH system has recently
been identified as an important direction for theoretical
and experimental work for several reasons: i) to realize
parafermions which are generalization of Majorana edge
modes obtained when the fractionalized edge modes of
fractional quantum Hall systems have induced topologi-
cal superconductivity [37], ii) to achieve better tunability
and control of multiple Majorana edge modes involving
higher Chern numbers, and iii) because of the on going
debate on whether or not a half-integer quantum Hall
plateau is a unique signature of Majorana edge modes
or can alternately be induced by disorder [33–36]. Since
QAH edge modes are not typically quantized as perfectly
as the QH edge modes in realistic disordered systems
even in the absence of superconductivity, it seems that
progress can be made by looking for half integer quan-
tized Hall plateaus in QH systems. Some theoretical
progress in this direction has already been made in a
study of systems that are proximity coupled to a parent
p-wave superconductor [38].
With this motivation, we seek to identify the circum-
stances necessary to achieve topological superconductiv-
ity in the QH regime. QH-superconductor proximity sys-
tems are hybrid-2D systems with the superconductor thin
film in mixed states when under perpendicular magnetic
field. We show here that vortex lattice properties influ-
ences the topological properties of QH/s-wave hybrid sys-
tems. We attribute this feature to the flatness to single
particle Landau levels (LL), which lead to bulk quasi-
particle dispersion in the superconducting state that is
largely determined by the vortex lattice periodicity. We
show that the structure of the vortex lattice plays an
important role in Majorana edge mode formation by de-
termining the degeneracy of band crossings which can
potentially drive topological phase transitions between
states with even and odd-Z topological indices. In par-
ticular, we find that the vortex lattices with odd flux
per vortex lattice unit cell are equivalent to even par-
ity TSCs and hence only allow even number of chiral
Majorana edge modes. Our findings are most experi-
mentally relevant when a small number of Landau levels
host superconducting pairing from an s-wave supercon-
ductor. In this limit, the details of origin of Landau levels
whether they arise from Dirac electron or quadratic band
are not important for possible topological superconduct-
ing phases. Instead, the vortex lattice structure plays the
main role.
The article is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we de-
scribe a model that includes Landau quantization along
with proximity superconductivity. In Sec. III, we dis-
cuss vortex lattice states in 2D and their relationship
to electronic structure in the superconducting state. In
Sec. IV, we discuss topological phases from the point of
view of bulk quasiparticle spectra, considering single Lan-
dau level limit, then a minimal model containing only
two Landau levels, and then more generally including
many Landau levels with a Debye cutoff. For the pur-
pose of illustrating the most important results of this pa-
per, the two Landau level model is the most important
case, as well as experimentally achievable. In Sec. V we
calculate the edge spectrum and demonstrate a transi-
tion between ordinary QH edges and edges that support
Majorana edge modes as the bulk topological phase is
changed. In Sec. VI we discuss possible experiments that
are motivated by our calculation. Finally in Sec. VII. we
conclude with a brief discussion of our most important
findings.
II. PAIRING IN 2D-DIRAC LANDAU LEVELS
In this section we discuss proximity pairing in the Lan-
dau levels of a two dimensional system described by a lin-
ear band crossing (Dirac) model. Two dimensional Dirac
systems, for example the surface states of three dimen-
sional topological insulators, are attractive as hosts for
the physics we address because their linear band disper-
sion leads to large Landau level separations and quantum
Hall physics at relatively weak magnetic field strengths
that are more often comparable with superconducting
pair potentials. However, most of our results are general
and equally applicable to ordinary 2-dimensional elec-
3tron gas (2DEG) systems described by quadratically dis-
persing bands as we discuss in the Appendix D. We are
interested in proximitized superconductivity when these
systems are close to quantum Hall plateau transitions,
i.e. close to half filling of a Landau level. A schematic of
the system under consideration is shown in Fig. 1.
𝑒− 𝑒−
FIG. 1. Quantum Hall system proximity coupled to an s-
wave superconductor: Because of the perpendicular magnetic
field, the superconductor exists in the Abrikosov vortex lattice
phase. The Cooper pair tunneling back and forth between the
superconductor and Landau quantized normal part indicates
the proximity effect.
The BdG Hamiltonian of the proximity coupled system
under consideration is
HBdG =
(
Hˆ0(pi) ∆ˆ(r)
∆ˆ†(r) −Hˆ∗0 (−p¯i)
)
, (1)
Here, Hˆ0(pi) = −vFpi · σ is the Dirac Hamiltonian op-
erator of an isolated surface state of a three-dimensional
topological insulator and vF is the Dirac velocity. The
Pauli matrices σi act on electron spin. It is important in
our calculations that the s-wave pair potential
∆ˆ(r) =
(
0 ∆(r)
−∆(r) 0
)
, (2)
introduced through proximity coupling is unavoidably
non-uniform due to vortex lattice formation when flux
penetrates the adjacent superconductor. HBdG in Eq. 1 is
written in the basis, ψˆr = (cˆr↑, cˆr↓, cˆ
†
r↑, cˆ
†
r↓), where cˆr↑
annihilates a spin-up electron at position r. We choose
to introduce the perpendicular magnetic field B = Bzˆ
using the Landau gauge vector potential A = (−By, 0)
which allows for a simple description of the edge modes
on which we focus much of our attention. The electron
and hole subspace kinetic momentum operators are then
defined as pi = p−eA and p¯i = p+eA respectively, where
p = −i~∇ is the canonical momentum operator.
The BdG Hamiltonian of the two-dimensional Dirac
vortex lattice state can be conveniently diagonalized in
the Landau level basis. We define the Landau level low-
ering and raising operators in the electron subspace of
HBdG as aˆ = (−pˆix + ipˆiy)`/
√
2~ and aˆ† = (−pˆix −
ipiy)`/
√
2~ respectively. In the absence of pairing, Hamil-
tonian diagonalization reduces to the familiar Dirac Lan-
dau level problem. The eigenvalues and eigenvectors in
absence of pairing are as follows:
ξN = 0SN
√
|N |B , (3a)
ψN,Y (r) = NN
(
SNφ|N |−1,Y (r), φ|N |,Y (r)
)T
. (3b)
where the normalization factor,
NN =
{
1√
2
N 6= 0 ,
1 N = 0 .
(4)
Here, 0 = vF
√
2e~, SN is the sign of N th Dirac
Landau level index, Y = kx`
2 is a guiding center la-
bel, ` =
√
~/eB is the magnetic length, φn,kx`2(r) =
(eikxx/
√
Lx)ϕn(y/` − kx`) is a nth Landau level wave
function of the non-relativistic 2DEG, and ϕn(y) is a one
dimensional harmonic oscillator eigenfunction.
The single particle states in the hole block of HBdG can
be constructed similarly using hole space Landau level
raising and lowering operators, ˆ¯a† = ˆ¯pix − iˆ¯piy and ˆ¯a =
ˆ¯pix+iˆ¯piy respectively, giving the following eigenvalues and
eigenvectors:
ξ¯N = −0SN
√
|N |B , (5a)
ψ¯N,Y (r) = NN
(
SN φ¯|N |−1,Y (r), φ¯|N |,Y (r)
)T
, (5b)
where φ¯N,Y = φ
∗
N,−Y . For the convenience of calculating
matrix element of the pair potential ∆(r), the Bogoli-
ubov quasiparticle amplitude can be expanded over the
ordinary 2DEG Landau level basis:
uνσ(r) =
∑
N,Y
uνσ,N,Y φN,Y (r) , (6a)
vνσ(r) =
∑
N,Y
vνσ,N,Y φ¯N,Y (r) . (6b)
Here uνσ(r) and v
ν
σ(r) are respectively the spin σ electron
and hole amplitudes of the ν-th BdG quasiparticle.
The matrix elements of the pair potential in the 2DEG-
Landau level basis are given by
GN,MY,Y ′ =
∫
dr∆(r)φ∗|N |,Y (r)φ¯|M |,Y ′(r) . (7)
To evaluate the above expression, we first define center of
mass (COM) and relative degrees of freedom, using the
Landau level lowering operators,
aˆR =
aˆ1 + aˆ2√
2
, aˆr =
aˆ1 − aˆ2√
2
, (8)
where aˆ1 and aˆ2 are the Landau level lowering operators
of individual electrons of the pair. In the transformed
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FIG. 2. Geometric structure of vortex lattice in two-dimensions. The contributions to the BdG Hamiltonian from adjacent
guiding centers couple distinct sets of pairs as explained in the main text. The solid-black arrows indicate primitive vortex
lattice vectors: ~a1 and ~a2. The unit cell area they define is indicated by the solid black-lines. The extended area enclosed by
including the dashed-red line is the unit cell in which the BdG Hamiltonian is diagonalized, the dotted horizontal lines indicate
the positions of the guiding centers Y = tay at which the pair amplitude is non-zero. For each vortex of unit vorticity, (a)-(b)
two examples of q = 1 (see main text) odd-flux vortex lattices which have |∆t| = |∆t+1| = ∆0. (c)-(d) two examples of q = 2
even-flux vortex lattices in which |∆t| 6= |∆t+1|.
COM and relative coordinates, the wavefunctions φR and
φr are identical to the single-particle wavefunctions ex-
cept that the characteristic lengths are scaled to account
for the changes of charge and mass. The effective mag-
netic lengths are `R = `/
√
2 and `r =
√
2`, for the COM
and relative eigenstates respectively. Using this trans-
formation the pairing matrix elements can be evaluated
with the result:(See Appendix A for a derivation.)
GN,MY,Y ′ =
∞∑
j=0
BN,Mj χ|N |+|M |−j(Yr)Fj δY ′C ,YC . (9)
Here YC and Yr are COM and relative guiding centers
respectively and the δYC ,Y ′C term captures conservation
of COM guiding center during a scattering event, and
χj(Y ) = ϕj
(
− Y√
2`
)
(10)
is associated with relative Landau level wavefunction.
The Fj pair-potential strength parameter in Eq. 9 are
dependent on the details of the vortex lattice of the host
superconductor and the proximity coupling process, but
are expected to be dominated by the j = 0 ( minimum
center-of-mass kinetic energy ) term. The BN,Mj define
the unitary transformation of pair states from single-
particle to COM and relative coordinates:
BN,Mj =
j∑
m=0
(−)M−m
√
jCmMCmNCj−mN+M−jCM−m
2N+M
,
(11)
where nCk = n!/[k!(n − k)!] is a binomial coefficient, N
and M are single-particle Landau level indices, and j,
N + M − j are the COM and relative Landau level in-
dices [39, 40] In vortex lattice states the COM Landau
level decomposition is dominated by the j = 0 chan-
nel over a broad range of perpendicular magnetic field
strengths, as can be verified using semi-classical solutions
of the non-linear Ginzburg-Landau equation [39, 41].
Truncating the pair Hilbert space to j = 0 simplifies
the BdG calculations described below, mainly by reduc-
ing the number of parameters needed to specify the pair
potential to one strength parameter.
III. VORTEX LATTICE STATES
As mentioned above, we expect that the thin film su-
perconductor responsible for proximitized superconduc-
tivity will form a vortex lattice phase over a broad range
of perpendicular magnetic field below Hc2. In Fig. 2, we
show geometrical structure of some typical vortex lattices
considered in this paper. We will show that, if each vor-
tex has unit vorticity, the geometric vortex lattices shown
in Fig. 2 (a)-(b) fall in the same class and do not allow
odd Z TSC phase, while vortex lattices shown in Fig. 2
(c)-(d) can allow odd Z TSC phase. As we will explain
further below, the way in which translational symmetry
is used to block-diagonalize the BdG Hamiltonian de-
pends on the precise lattice structure. Assuming that the
COM Landau level index is j = 0, and choosing a Landau
gauge with guiding center orbitals extended along one of
the primitive lattice vectors of the vortex lattice, it can
be shown that the pair amplitude can be non-zero only
on a set of equally spaced pair guiding centers: Y = tay,
where t is an integer and ay is a parameter related to the
geometric structure of the vortex lattice and discussed
in the next paragraph. For short-range interactions and
vortices of unit vorticity, the resulting pair potential in
5the Landau gauge has the form [40],
∆(r) =
∑
t
∆t φ0,
√
2tay
(
√
2r) . (12)
Here t ∈ Z varies over integers and the dependence of ∆t
on t determines the vortex lattice structure.
We define the vortex lattice based on the translational
symmetries of the magnitude of the pair potential in
Eq. 12. For translation λax in the x-direction where
λ varies continuously and qay in the y-direction where
q ∈ Z,
|∆(x+ λax, y + qay)| = [
∑
t,t′
∆∗t′+q∆t+qe
2i(t−t′)λ axay
`2
× ϕ0
(√
2
`
(y − t′ay)
)
ϕ0
(√
2
`
(y − tay)
)
]1/2 .
(13)
For λ = 1 and q = 0 the translation is by ax in the
x-direction. For unit vorticity, axay = pi`
2, and the
magnitude of the pair potential is invariant under this
translation, i.e. |∆(x + ax, y)| = |∆(x, y)|. In fact with
our gauge choice the pair potential itself is invariant for
a pure x-translation by ax, without taking the absolute
value. It follows that ~a1 = axxˆ is one of the two primi-
tive lattice vectors of the vortex lattice. For q 6= 0, the
magnitude of the pair potential after translation along
the y-direction is
|∆(x+ λax, y + qay)| = [
∑
t,t′
∆∗t′+q∆t+qe
2i(t−t′)λpi
× ϕ0
(√
2
`
(y − t′ay)
)
ϕ0
(√
2
`
(y − tay)
)
]1/2 .
(14)
In general translational symmetry in the y-direction must
be accompanied by translation in the x-direction; i.e.
the second vortex lattice primitive vector need not be
perpendicular to the first. Further, for this particular
Landau gauge choice, only the absolute value of the pair
potential can be made invariant under the second trans-
lation, while the actual pair potential picks up a phase.
When ∆t is independent of t, invariance occurs for q = 1
and λ = 0 so that the second translation vector is ay yˆ
and the vortex lattice is rectangular (the special case of
ax = ay in this class is the square vortex lattice). We de-
fine q as the minimum non-zero integer required to satisfy
|∆(x + λax, y + qay)| = |∆(x, y)|. For general λ and q,
periodicity is achieved when
∆t+q = e
−i2piλteiθ∆t , (15)
is satisfied for some value of θ. For example q = 1 and
λ = 1/2 yields
∆t = e
−ipi(t−1)eiθ∆t−1
= e−i
pi
2 t
2
ei(
pi
2 +θ)t∆0 , (16)
which defines a triangular vortex lattice. The spe-
cific choice of θ = −pi/2 gives the familiar expression
∆t = exp(−ipit2/2)∆0 often used for a triangular vor-
tex lattice. The second primitive lattice vector is then
~a2 = λaxxˆ + qay yˆ. The vortex lattice unit cell has area
zˆ · (~a1×~a2), and contains q superconducting flux quanta.
Below, we refer to vortex lattices as even or odd, depend-
ing on whether q is even or odd. Theoretically, q = 1 odd
vortex lattices are the most commonly studied.
In anticipation of the vortex lattice symmetry prop-
erties explained in the previous paragraph, we partition
guiding centers Y into discrete and continuous contribu-
tions by writing Y = say+y where s ∈ Z and y ∈ [0, ay).
Since we are considering pairing in Dirac systems in the
quantum Hall limit, we express HBdG first in the Dirac-
Landau level guiding center basis. The BdG equations
then take the form
(ξN − µ)uN,s(y) +
∑
M,s′
FN,Ms,s′ (y)vM,s′ = EuN,s(y) ,
(17a)∑
M,s′
(FM,Ns′,s (y))∗uM,s′(y) + (µ− ξN )vN,s(y)
= EvN,s(y) . (17b)
Here we have transformed from expansion over 2DEG-
Landau levels in Eq. 6 to the Dirac-Landau levels. Con-
sequently, for j = 0 pairing we find that (See appendix
A, Eq. A7)
FN,Ms,s′ (y) =
∑
t
∆tDN,M0 δs+s′,2t
× χ|N |+|M |−1((s− s′)ay + 2y) , (18)
with
DN,M0 = SMB|N |,|M |−10 − SNB|N |−1,|M |0 . (19)
Note that s-wave pair potentials do not pair electrons
that are both in N = 0 Dirac-Landau levels, which are
spin-polarized. However, an electron in the zeroth Dirac-
Landau level (N = 0) does pair with electrons from
higher Dirac-Landau levels (M 6= 0).
Eq. 17 organizes the degrees of freedom into guiding
center stripes, with each stripe labeled by an integer
s, and the guiding centers within a stripe labeled by a
continuous variable y. We note in Eq. 18 that pairing
is allowed only between stripes that have indices that
are both odd or both even (δs+s′,2t). This property im-
plies that odd and even stripe indices decouple in the
BdG equation; i.e. we can block diagonalize the entire
BdG Hamiltonian into two susbsystems distinguished by
whether the stripe index is even or odd. We prove in
the next paragraph that when |∆t| = |∆t+q| and q is
odd, the even and odd s subsystem spectra are identi-
cal. This distinction between vortex lattice classes plays
a major role in distinguishing topological superconduct-
ing phases. We will show that only the even flux vortex
6lattices allow odd-Z chiral topological superconducting
phases.
For an odd value of q, we can write q = 2p+ 1, where
p ∈ Z. We now examine how the pairing matrix elements
in the odd subsystems are related to the pairing matrix
elements in the even subsystems. From Eq. 15 and Eq. 18
FN,M2n+1,2m+1 = e−i2piλ(n+m−2p)eiθFN,M2(n−p),2(m−p) , (20)
where n, m ∈ Z. Note that s = 2n+1 and s′ = 2m+1 are
odd subsystem stripe indices, and 2(n− p) and 2(m− p)
are even subsystem stripe indices. Using Eq. 17, the
BdG eigenvalue equations for the odd subsystem can be
written as,
(ξN − µ)uN,2n+1(y) +
∑
M,m
[FN,M2(n−p),2(m−p)(y)
× e−i2piλ(n+m−2p)eiθvM,2m+1] = EuN,2n+1(y) ,
(21a)∑
M,m
[(FM,N2(m−p),2(n−p)(y))∗ei2pi(n+m−2p)ie−iθuM,2m+1(y)]
+ (µ− ξN )vN,2n+1(y) = EvN,2n+1(y) . (21b)
After the unitary transformation (u¯N,2n+1, v¯N,2n+1)
T =
Sn(uN,2n+1, v2n+1)
T with
Sn =
(
eiθ/2e2ipiλ(n−p) 0
0 eiθ/2e−2ipiλ(n−p),
)
(22)
the BdG eigenvalue equations are transformed to,
(ξN − µ)u¯N,2n+1(y)
+
∑
M,m
FN,M2(n−p),2(m−p)(y)v¯M,2m+1 = Eu¯N,2n+1(y) ,
(23a)∑
M,m
[(FM,N2(m−p),2(n−p)(y))∗u¯M,2m+1(y)]
+ (µ− ξN )v¯N,2n+1(y) = Ev¯N,2n+1(y) , (23b)
which are identical to those of the even subsystem.
Hence, the odd and even subsystems for an odd-q vor-
tex lattice are equivalent. It is easy to see this degener-
acy between odd and even subsystem is in general lifted
in case of even-q vortex lattices, since there is then no
similarity relation like Eq. 20.
In the above formulation, we have assumed that each
vortex has unit vorticity. In principle, each geometrical
vortex can have higher vorticity of the order parameter
phase. For example, if the each vortex has a vorticity
of two then even for the q = 1 geometric vortex lattices
shown in the Fig. 2(a)-(b), the unit cell contains even
superconducting flux. In App. B, we demonstrate using
the case of vorticity two and three that our rule still
follows, i.e. vortex lattices with even superconducting
flux per unit cell do not allow odd-Z TSC phases.
In the limit ∆(r)→ 0, the system has continuous mag-
netic translation symmetry. In anticipation of the sym-
metries of the class of vortex lattice states that we wish
to consider, we can exploit the discrete magnetic trans-
lational symmetry that remains by choosing unit cells
that contain integer numbers of electron magnetic flux
quanta. To be concrete we choose AxAy = 2qpi`
2, where
Ax = 2ax and Ay = qay. With this choice the BdG
problem for any general vortex lattice can be block diag-
onalized in a magnetic Bloch state basis set:
φN,n,k(r) =
√
qay
Ly
∑
t
eiky(qt+n)ayeipiλqt(t−1)/2
× ei(piλn−θ/2)tφN,kx`2+(qt+n)ay (r) . (24)
where integer n ∈ [0, .., q−1] and k = (kx, ky) is a Bloch
wave vector with kx ∈ [0, pi/ax) and ky ∈ [0, 2pi/qay).
The pairing in magnetic Bloch basis is a q × q matrix
for every pair of Landau level indices N,M of pairing
electrons:
FN,Mn,m (k) = DN,M0
∑
t
∆qt+(m+n)/2 e
−ipiλqt(t−1)
× e−i(2piλn−θ)teikyay(2qt+n−m)
× χ|N |+|M |−1((2qt+ n−m)ay + 2kx`2) .
(25)
Since ∆t is only non-zero on integer values of t, the pair-
ing matrix element in k-space is only non-zero when n
and m are either both even or both odd. Based on the
arguments used to prove the degeneracy for odd-flux vor-
tex lattice, i.e. q = 2p + 1 from the real space picture,
the degeneracy can also be proven in the k-space picture
here. More precisely, in the even-odd block diagonalized
system, the odd system with n = 2s+ 1 and m = 2s′+ 1
at k = (kx, ky) is degenerate with the even system with
n = 2(s − p) and m = 2(s′ − p) at k = (kx, ky + pi2qay ).
The algebra and linear transformation to show that fol-
lows exactly like Eq.20-23.
So far we have formally proven that for the system in
consideration here, 2D vortex lattices have distinct classi-
fication into odd-flux and even-flux vortex lattice, where
only the even-flux vortex lattice can host odd-Z TSC
phases. The equivalent physical statement is that the
odd flux vortex lattice leads to an even parity topological
superconductor. In the strong magnetic field case, how-
ever, the analog of a Kramers pair occurs in our gauge
choice between an electron at (kx, ky) with an electron
at (kx, ky +
pi
2qay
) instead of conventional k,−k Kramer
pairs.
To simplify the further discussion related to degener-
acy in the spectrum, first note that irrespective of type of
vortex lattice, the pairing matrix element in Eq. 25 has
an important translational property:
FN,Mn,m (kx, ky + pi/ay) = FN,Mn,m (kx, ky) . (26)
For q = 1 vortex lattices the period is half the reciprocal
lattice vector. This implies that the BdG spectrum at
a point k0 = (kx0, ky0) is identical to the spectrum at
k1 = (kx0, ky0 +pi/ay). For the simplest even flux vortex
7lattices (i.e. q = 2), the reciprocal space lattice vector
length along ky is equal to pi/ay, and this degeneracy is
not present.
IV. BULK PICTURE
Having established all the necessary framework and
formal proofs related to distinction between the BdG
spectral degeneracies of even and odd flux vortex lat-
tices, we now discuss how spectra depend on the number
of Landau levels contained within a pairing window. We
will discuss the cases of pairing within one Landau level,
two Landau levels, and many Landau levels separately.
Since our main goal is to address the connection between
vortex lattice structures and the topological phases, we
study q = 2 vortex lattices as the simplest example of the
even flux vortex lattices and compare with q = 1 odd-flux
vortex lattices. In addition, we restrict our attention to
the λ = 0 and λ = 1/2 cases, which for q = 1 give square
and triangular vortex lattices respectively. For the most
part, we will be solving the BdG matrix equation:
(ξN − µ)uN,n(k) +
∑
M,m
FN,Mn,m (k)vM,m(k)
= E(k)uN,n(k) , (27a)∑
M,m
(FN,Mn,m (k))∗uM,m(k) + (µ− ξN )vN,n(k)
= E(k)vM,m(k) , (27b)
for q = 1 and q = 2. For the case of q = 1 we will often
not use subscript n,m indices.
A. Pairing within a single Landau level
The simplest example of superconductivity in the QH
regime is the case in which only one Landau level lies
within the pairing window. This limit is relevant if a
regime can be achieved in which the Landau level sepa-
ration is larger than the Debye pairing window energy ED
of the parent superconductor and at the same time mag-
netic field weaker than its upper critical field Hc2. This
is, of course, not a regime that is frequently achieved,
but is more accessible when the proximitized system has
a Dirac spectrum with widely spaced low energy Landau
levels that a parabolic system with equally spaced Lan-
dau levels. Because of Landau level truncation, the BdG
spectrum in this limit is simply given by
E(k) = ±
√
(ξN − µ)2 + |FN,N (k)|2 . (28)
When the relevant Landau level energies are aligned
with the chemical potential, quasiparticle energies vanish
whenever FN,N (k) = 0. These positions in momentum
space at which the energies vanish are then related to
the zeros of the Hermite polynomials associated with the
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FIG. 3. (a) Bogoliubov quasiparticle spectrum with the
BdG operator projected onto the N = 1 and N = 2 Landau
levels for triangular (blue) and square (red) vortex lattices.
(b)-(c) Band- touching Dirac point positions indicated by the
red circles for pairing in N = 1 Dirac Landau levels for square
and triangular vortex lattices. The band touching points at
(kx0, ky0) are equivalent to those at (kx0, ky0 +pi/ay). Notice
that triangular vortex lattice case respects the C6 rotation
symmetry with respect to the point indicated by blue cross
as the center of rotation. The ky axis scales twice of kx axis
in (b) and (c).
pairing Landau level, as noted previously [42] in relation
to spinless pairing in the zeroth-Landau level. For the
simplest case of pairing in the N = 1 Dirac Landau level,
all the band touching points are Dirac like as seen in
Fig. 3. If pairing is in N > 1 Dirac Landau level, as
illustrated in Fig. 3(a), both linear and quadratic band
touching points occur. For odd q flux lattices each band
touching point that appears in the interval [−pi/qa, 0)
are replicated in the interval [0, pi/qa), as explained in
the previous section.
To further explore the topological nature of the physics
in this regime we first assume µ to be slightly away from
ξN , so that spectrum becomes gapped. Next, we write an
effective 2 × 2 low energy effective Hamiltonian describ-
ing the system near the previously (when ξN ≈ µ )band
8touching points,
HeffBdG ∼
( −µ (αky ± iβkx)γ
(αky ∓ iβkx)γ µ
)
. (29)
Here kx, ky are measured relative to some point k0 in BZ,
where FN,N (k0) = 0, we have chosen the zero of energy
to be the single-particle energy of the relevant Landau
level and the ± sign allows either chirality for the Dirac
points, and the power γ is lowest order for which
∂γFN,N (k)
∂kγx/y
∣∣∣∣
k=k0
6= 0 , (30)
for example γ = 1 for Dirac band touching and γ = 2
for quadratic band touching in the limit µ = ξN . In
Eq. 29 and α and β are constants that depend on the
Fermi velocity of the low energy Bogoliubov quasiparti-
cle at k0. The use of different α and β allows for the
anisotropies in band touching point velocities that can
be seen in Fig. 3(a). The Landau level is partially occu-
pied when |µ| . ∆0. For Dirac band touching, the low
energy HeffBdG in Eq. 29 resembles the BdG matrix of a
spinless p-wave superconductor near the critical point of
topological phase transition. The two topologically dis-
tinct phases are distinguished by the sign of µ. When
µ is tuned through zero, gaps close and reopen and the
system experiences topological phase transitions at which
the total Chern number changes. In finite systems, the
number of edge state channels also changes, as we discuss
later. For odd q, Dirac points appear in pairs and both
Chern numbers, and as we show explicitly later, the num-
bers of edge channels change by an even integers when
these Dirac points appear. The quadratic band touching
points relevant to pairing in higher Landau levels can be
analyzed in a similar way.
B. Two Landau-level model
In the previous section we discussed topological phase
transitions driven by varying µ in a system with a sin-
gle Landau level in the pairing window. In real physical
systems it is carrier density that is controlled by gate
voltages, not µ, and µ changes irregularly with magnetic
field strength. For example at T = 0 and in the absence
of pairing, µ changes discontinuously, jumping from be-
ing pinned at one Landau level energy to begin pinned
at another. The minimal model that incorporates that
consequence of the strongly peaked densities of states of
Landau level systems is a model with two Landau levels
in the pairing window. A q = 1 two Landau level system
has a 4× 4 BdG Hamiltonian which makes it possible to
obtain closed form expressions for eigenvalues, which are
however not especially transparent. However, the impor-
tant insight is that by tuning ∆ or Landau level gap one
can close and open BdG gaps.
In the absence of superconductivity, the system is al-
ways a gapped quantum Hall insulator (QH 1). Gap
closings and topological phase transitions can be driven
either by varying the pairing strength ∆0, or by using
magnetic fields to tune the energy separation between
Landau levels, as shown in Fig.4 (a). The value of ∆0
at which gap closes, scales with the Landau level sep-
aration. The circumstance is closely analogous to the
case of proximity superconductivity induced in the sur-
face states of magnetically doped topological insulators,
the system that hosts the only established experimental
example of a quantum anomalous Hall (QAH) state. In
that case an intermediate TSC phase appears when the
surface state exchange fields are reversed to drive the sys-
tem between two different quantum Hall insulators [21].
Based on this analogy one would expect that the first gap
closing to occur as ∆0 increases to convert the quantum
Hall insulator into a chiral topological superconductor
odd-Z = 1. Here though the topological phase diagram
depends on the type of vortex lattice. In Fig. 4 (a) the
gap closing lines mark phase transitions between QH In-
sulators. The ∆0 → 0 limit in this case is a QH state
with a full N = 1 Landau level, and as we discuss later
in Sec. V, two chiral edge states in the doubled BdG
Hilbert space. Once the pairing is turned on the system
no longer has quantized Hall conductance, however, it is
still adiabatically connected to a QH insulator and has
two edge channels as long as the gap does not close. The
difference compared to the QAH case appears when the
gap closes and reopens. In the QAH model the Dirac-
like gap closings occur only at the Γ-point in momentum
space and are generically accompanied by odd integer
changes in the topological Z-index. One of the two BdG
doubled quantum Hall edge states survives. This is the
single chiral Majorana edge mode, and is expected to
yield a half quantized conductance plateau in transport
experiments [43], although the experimental reversal pro-
cess [22] is more complex than simply smoothly chang-
ing the surface state exchange field. When solved in a
Landau-level basis, the bulk properties of the QH model
do not explicitly exhibit the topological character of the
non-paired states. The BdG spectrum is determined by
FN,M (k). As mentioned earlier, for odd flux vortex lat-
tice, each energy has even number of ks. Band crossings
therefore always occur in pairs as illustrated in Fig. 4 (b).
This leads to the important conclusion that in the QH
transition for odd-flux vortex lattices, the Z-index always
changes by an even integer, and the number of edge chan-
nels changes by two or multiples of two. This conclusion
will be confirmed using explicit edge state calculations in
Sec. V.
To achieve a chiral topological superconducting phase
with an odd number of edge modes, one needs to break
this degeneracy between the even and odd s subsystems.
The simplest way is to allow different pairing amplitudes,
∆0 and ∆1, for even and odd index stripes. With this
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FIG. 4. Model with two Dirac Landau levels-Energies are shown in the 0 = vF
√
2e~ units and ξN is N th Landau level
energy. (a) Superconducting pairing strength ∆0 that leads to the first gap closing as a function of Landau level separation
for two Landau level models of the q = 1 vortex lattices in Fig. 2 (a)-(b). In these calculations the µ has been placed halfway
between Landau levels so that the lower Landau level is completely occupied and the higher Landau level empty in the absence
of pairing. Band touchings are accompanied by transitions between a QH insulator (QHI 1) and another QH insulator (QHI 2)
state, both of which have an even number of chiral Bogoliubov edge states. (b) Quasi-particle spectrum at a gap closing point
for q = 1 square vortex lattice. In this case there are two Dirac like gap closing points in the first BZ. (c) When the vortex
lattice symmetry is lowered by setting the pairing strength ∆t to different values in odd and even stripe regions, giving the
vortex lattice illustrated in Fig. 2 (c)-(d), an intermediate chiral topological superconductor (CTSC -red region) phase appears
with an odd number of chiral Majorana edge modes.
choice
EN,Ms,s′ (y) = ∆0eiθ(s+s
′)2DN,M0
× χ|N |+|M |−1((s− s′)ay + 2y) ,
ON,Ms,s′ (y) = ∆1eiθ(s+s
′)2DN,M0
× χ|N |+|M |−1((s− s′)ay + 2y) . (31)
The k-space picture is modified by block diagonalizing
the BdG matrix Eq. 27 in the odd and even system and
halving the BZ along ky such that ky ∈ [0, pi/ay), since
this lowers the translation symmetry, such that the small-
est repeating unit cell now contains two electronic flux
quanta. The matrix takes the following form,
MBdG(k) =
(
MoBdG(k) 0
0 MeBdG(k)
)
. (32)
A change in topological index from even to odd cases oc-
curs when a gap closes in only one of the two blocks. Once
the degeneracy between odd and even system is broken,
the gap closings generically occur at different values of
magnetic field in the even s and odd s blocks. The re-
gion between the subsystem gap closings is shaded in red
in Fig. 4 (c). We identify this region as having a chiral
topological superconductor state and an odd number of
Majorana edge modes.
C. General model with Debye cut-off
In a realistic model the number of Landau levels in
the pairing window increases with decreasing magnetic
field strength. In the normal state the number of Lan-
dau level below the Fermi level is inversely proportional
to magnetic field and successive crossings between the
Landau levels and the Fermi energy leads to gap changes
and jumps in Hall conductance. Here we show that for
finite pairing there are extra gap closing points of the
BdG spectrum (Gap = min[|E(k|]) associated with each
Landau level crossing, implying extra topological phase
transition points. However, for the case of odd-q vortex
lattices, all these phase transitions involve simultaneous
gap closing at two different points in momentum space
and connect one quantum Hall insulator state with an-
other. Once the pairing amplitude is allowed to take
different values in even and odd striped regions, yielding
a q = 2 vortex lattice, band crossings occur singly. In
the example illustrated in Fig. 5 the gray regions show
the fields strengths where the ground state is a chiral
topological superconductor. The extent of the CTSC
phases can be tuned by varying ∆0 −∆1. At weak mag-
netic fields, the Landau level gap is much smaller than
∆0, there are many Landau levels within the Debye pair-
ing window, and the low energy quasiparticles are best
viewed as bands formed by hybridizing vortex core bound
states associated with different vortices. In case of Dirac
model, these vortex core bound states at weak magnetic
field are MZMs[44, 45], since the Dirac model proximity
coupled to an s-wave superconductor under time rever-
sal symmetry is the famous Fu-Kane model [18]. For
the 2DEG case at weak field limit, the low energy vortex
core bound states are not Majorana. In that sense, the
low field sector indicated by the shaded blue region in
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FIG. 5. Bogoliubov quasiparticle gaps (in the 0 = vF
√
2e~
units), (a) as a function of magnetic field strength. Here
µ = 1.350 and a hard Debye cutoff window of ED = 1.10
is fixed. As the magnetic field is varied the Landau levels
which host pairing change. The blue curve shows Landau level
energies relative to the Fermi level in the limit of no pairing.
The gap vanishes when the relevant Landau level crosses the
Fermi energy. The plot shows Dirac Landaus with decreasing
indices crossing the Fermi level, reaching index N = 1 at the
last zero of the blue curve. The red curve plots gaps as a
function of magnetic field strength in a q = 1 vortex-lattice,
ı.e for a case with equal pairing strength in even s and odd
s channels. Extra gap closings occur as paired Landau levels
cross through the Fermi level, but occur in pairs so that the
transitions are between one QH insulator and another. The
grey line calculations is for an q = 2 vortex lattice in which
the pairing strength is different for even and odd values of
s. Even q allows a chiral topological superconductor phase to
emerge in the regions that are shaded gray. In the shaded blue
region towards on left hand side of the figure, the Landau level
structure is destroyed by pairing and the low energy states are
most simply viewed as hybridized vortex core bound states.
(b) Gap as a moving from odd-flux to even-flux vortex lattice
by tuning ∆0 −∆1. Starting from an even-Z phase shown by
red dot in (a), as ∆0 − ∆1 is tuned keeping everything else
fixed, extra gap closing occurs, beyond which, one reaches
odd-Z phase. The odd-Z phase can be further broadened
with tuning ∆0 −∆1.
Fig. 5 is dramatically different for Dirac model and ordi-
nary 2DEG model when proximity coupled to an s-wave
superconductor, but is not the focus of this work (See
Appendix D for comparison between Dirac and ordinary
2DEG). However, the high field sector in QH regime is
qualitatively same.
V. EDGE STATE PICTURE
In this section we discuss the BdG spectrum of finite
width stripes to establish bulk-edge correspondence and
demonstrate the presence of chiral Majorana edge modes.
In the continuum Dirac model we employ, we have de-
fined the stripes by adding a smooth confining potential
around the edge of the sample and truncating the Hilbert
space to the two Dirac Landau levels. In doing so, we
have assumed that edge states from Landau levels which
are not in the pairing window but may be active at the
Fermi level do not play a role. The BdG equations then
take the following form:
[ξN − µ+ Us(kx)]uN,s(kx) +
∑
M,s′
FN,Ms,s′ (kx)vM,Y ′
= EuN,s(kx) , (33a)
− [ξN − µ− Us(−kx)] vN,s′(y)
+
∑
M,Y ′
(FN,Ms,s′ (kx))∗uM,s′(kx) = EvN,s′(kx) . (33b)
Here, the smooth confining is specified by letting
Us(kx) =
{
0 |s| ≤ Sbulk ,
U0(say + kx`
2) |s| > Sbulk . (34)
Here U0 sets the strength of confining potential and
Sbulk ∈ Z sets the width of the bulk part of the stripe.
We have performed stripe state calculations that cor-
respond to the bulk calculations for the model that re-
tains only the N = 1 and N = 2 Landau levels. The
edge states shown in Fig. 6 accurately describe the sys-
tem when ∆0 6 ξN+1 − ξN and the two Landau level
model remains valid. Our calculations contain 100 inte-
ger s indices. In the absence of pairing the system is a
QH insulator, with edge states at the Fermi level coming
from the occupied Landau levels. In the BdG-doubled
Hilbert space, these modes are doubled but retain the
same chirality due to the combination of particle-hole in-
version and momentum label reversal in the hole block of
the BdG equations. For weak pairing regime the quan-
tum Hall gaps remain open. The two chiral edge state
branches plotted as solid red and blue lines in Fig. 6(a),
are localized on the left and right edges respectively, and
evolve from N = 1 Landau level edge states. For the
odd q vortex lattices, the bulk calculations discussed in
Sec. IV B and Fig. 4 (a) show a topological phase transi-
tion. On the other side of the gap closing point the sys-
tem again has even number of chiral edge states as shown
by four chiral edge states in Fig. 6(b). This evolution is
similar to ordinary quantum Hall edge state evolution,
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FIG. 6. Stripe geometry spectrum (in 0 = vF
√
2e~ units) showing edge states in the gaps between Landau levels. States
localized at opposite edges are distinguished by color (blue and red). Note that some edge states appear that are not related
to the bulk topology. These are not present at all energies, do not flow between bulk bands, and are distinguished by drawing
them with dashed lines. (a) Triangular q = 1 vortex lattice. At this magnetic field strength the system has two chiral modes on
each edge, corresponding to BdG doubling of the N = 1 quantum Hall effect. (b) Triangular q = 1 vortex lattice at a weaker
magnetic field. The system now has four chiral modes on each edge, corresponding to a BdG doubling of the N = 2 quantum
Hall effect. (c) For a q = 2 vortex lattice, (∆0 6= ∆1) there is intermediate gap closing point as magnetic field is varied which
opens up an interval of field over which the system hosts three chiral modes on each edge. This phase is topologically connected
to chiral topological superconductivity.
as the magnetic field is decreased, the number of edge
states increase, and for finite stripe widths are eventu-
ally become indistinguishable from bulk states as B → 0.
To induce a topological superconducting phase with odd
number of Majorana edge mode, we allow even and odd
stripes to take different pairing amplitudes, which breaks
the degeneracy between the two subsystems. As the mag-
netic field strength is decreased, the even and odd sub-
system gap closing points move away from each other
and the intermediate phase is a topological superconduc-
tor that hosts three Majorana edge modes as shown in
Fig. 6(c).
VI. EXPERIMENTAL OUTLOOK
The relationship we have established between the vor-
tex lattice configuration and the topological classification
of superconducting states evolves from the factor of two
difference the magnitudes of the electron and supercon-
ducting flux quanta, and from magnetic translation group
properties. It is not dependent on the underlying zero-
magnetic field electronic structure. We have focused on
two-dimensional Dirac bands here because they lead to
large Landau level separations at relatively weak mag-
netic fields, and therefore seem to have the best chance
of being compatible with proximity superconductivity in
resolved Landau levels.
Indeed, the first major experimental challenge in ex-
ploring this relationship lies in achieving Landau quanti-
zation in the regime where superconductivity still sur-
vives. When the Landau level separation in a two-
dimensional system is comparable to other energy scales,
like the proximitized superconducting gap, we can expect
edge states to have relatively short localization lengths
and to be experimentally accessible via transport ex-
periments. This circumstance is generally referred to
as the quantum Hall regime. Dirac systems with large
Fermi velocities are ideal for achieving the quantum Hall
regime without destroying superconductivity. For mono-
layer graphene (vF ∼ 106m/s) and the Dirac surface
states of a three dimensional (3D) topological insula-
tors (vF ∼ 5 × 105m/s), the largest Landau level gap
already exceeds 10meV at B ∼ 1T . Moreover, supercon-
ductivity has recently been successfully induced in both
graphene [46–49] and topological insulators [19, 20, 50].
The next challenge is to eliminate double degeneracies
that the system might possess in the normal state, for
example degeneracies associated with spin, since these
degeneracies tend to favor even-Z topological phases.
Monolayer graphene has spin and valley degeneracy and
very weak intrinsic spin-orbit coupling. Because of these,
quantum Hall transitions in monolayer graphene occur in
multiples of four (i.e. σxy = e
2(4N + 2)/h) unless spin
and valley symmetries are spontaneously broken [51–54].
This makes monolayer graphene unfavorable for an odd-Z
topological superconductivity phase in the quantum Hall
regime. The surface states of a 3D topological insulator
thin film are effectively spinless due to strong spin-orbit
coupling. However there are two surface states, from top
and bottom surfaces, and these supply an extra degener-
acy. A gate displacement field will induce a potential dif-
ference between top and bottom surfaces, λ′, which lifts
this final degeneracy and leads to single particle Landau
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FIG. 7. Experimental setup for topological superconductivity in the quantum Hall regime (a) Schematic of Landau levels
of surface state of a thin film 3D Topological insulator (3DTI) with a hybridization gap between two layers. The spectrum
is doubly degenerate, (b) The Landau level degeneracy can be broken by a displacement field between the two layers leading
to normal state Landau level transitions with odd integer Hall conductance differences, (c) A quantum Hall system proximity
coupled to a superconductor in a q = 1 vortex lattice phase, (d) periodic in plane field, the vortex lattice structure can be
modified to q = 2 vortex lattice. An odd Z phase emerges in the central superconductor covered region.
level energies
ξ±N = ±
√(λ′
2
+ SN 0
√
|N |B
)2
+ λ2 . (35)
Here, λ is the hybridization energy between top and bot-
tom layer surface states and SN = ± is the surface-
dependent Dirac chirality. The potential difference λ′
breaks the degeneracy of the N th Landau level by split-
ting it into N+ and N− levels. For a typical 5-6 quintuple
layers] thick 3D topological insulator, the layer hybridiza-
tion energy λ ∼ 5− 8 meV allowing a value of λ′ on the
same scale to induce clear Landau level separations at
around 1T field, where thin film Nb-superconductor is
well below its Hc2.
We propose an external magnetic field generalization,
illustrated schematically in Fig. 7 (c)-(d), of the magne-
tized topological insulator experiment of He et. al. [22]
in which a thin Nb film was deposited on a a thin film of
a Cr doped 3D topological insulator, in our proposal the
topological insulator is not doped. In the case of interest
here, we propose the entire system is placed under a per-
pendicular magnetic field, such that the surface states of
the 3D topological insulator are in the QH regime. The
edge states indicated in Fig. 7 (c), correspond to BdG
doubling of the single edge channel expected when one
surface state conduction is below the Fermi level. The
two edge state channel configuration in the bare topolog-
ical insulator region is equivalent to one QH edge state
in the absence of pairing. In the region covered with the
superconductor, there are two corresponding Bogoliubov
edge states. In Fig. 7 (d) we imagine that the vortex
lattice configuration has been manipulated by spatially
varying magnetic field strength, the thickness of the su-
perconducting film, or any other property in a manner
that is commensurate with the natural vortex lattice so
as to convert from a q = 1 vortex lattice to a q = 2 vor-
tex lattice. For example a weak in-plane magnetic field,
which is made to go through a nearby (but not proximity
coupled to the system) bulk superconductor to achieve a
spatially periodic magnetic field profile can be used to
control the vortex lattice structure in the active system.
This is equivalent to tuning ∆0−∆1, as studied theoret-
ically in our model calculations. Beyond a critical value
of ∆0 −∆1, the surface that is covered by superconduc-
tor can host only one Bogoliubov edge state, as shown
in Fig. 7 (d). In this configuration, one of the two edge
states from the BdG doubled space in the bare topolog-
ical insulator region is reflected from the superconduct-
ing region and the other is transmitted. As argued by
Chung et. al. [43], such a reduction should lead to a
half-quantized longitudinal conductance plateau in two
terminal transport measurement. When the Majorana
mode is induced by magnetization reversal, it has been
argued [34, 35] that a similar half-quantized conduction
can result simply from strong disorder. In the present
case, vortex lattice manipulation does not introduce ad-
ditional disorder, in particular in the un-proximitized re-
gions of the topological insulator. A clear half quantized
conductance plateau measured in this way would there-
fore be a compelling signature of a Majorana edge mode
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and more importantly an effective 2D spinless p± ip su-
perconducting phase.
VII. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION
It is well known that vortices in effective p-wave super-
conductors host bound Majorana zero-modes [44, 45, 55,
56]. In an external magnetic field a vortex lattice [44, 45]
forms and the Majorana modes start to overlap to form
low energy Majorana mini-bands, that are initially well
separated from higher energy excitations of the super-
conductor. The limit considered here is reached at still
stronger magnetic fields, at which the vortices overlap
substantially and the vortex core spectrum is not well
separated from other excitations. In this limit, most of
our results generally apply for Landau levels emerging
from an ordinary 2DEG as well as Dirac electrons. This
is important, because in the weak field limit, the ordinary
2DEG coupled to an s-wave superconductor is not an
effective p-wave superconductor. We have established a
relationship between a classification we introduce for vor-
tex lattice structures, and the topological classifications
of superconducting phases which applies in this quantum
Hall regime. Even though Majorana mini-bands can no
longer be distinguished in the bulk, Majorana edge chan-
nel modes are present when the superconducting state
has an odd Z topological index.
Achieving superconductivity in the Landau level
regime is becoming more commonplace [57–59], but it is
still a challenge. There are theoretical predictions of su-
perconductivity in two dimensions beyond the semiclas-
sical Hc2 [39, 60–62], with Tc increasing with magnetic
field. Theoretically, such a re-entrant superconducting
phase is possible because of very high density of state in
the isolated Landau level regime of the parent supercon-
ductor with effective attractive interactions. However,
strong field re-entrant phase is not observed experimen-
tally, possibly due to Pauli breakdown and disorder. In
our experimental proposal, the Landau level gap of the
normal part is large enough even at moderate magnetic
field that the parent superconductor can exist in vortex
lattice phase well below its Hc2. Although most eas-
ily probed by edge-sensitive transport experiments, the
relationship between vortex lattices and topological clas-
sification has a bulk origin, related ultimately to the dif-
ference between the electron and Cooper-pair magnetic
flux quanta. One important future direction of work is
the effect of disordered vortex lattices, and possibility of
using disorder to induce odd-Z topological index in the
TSC regime.
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Appendix A: Pairing matrix elements in Landau
level basis
In this section we derive expression for pairing matrix
element in Landau level basis. The evaluation involves
calculating the integral in Eq. 7. For the sake of general-
ity, the pair potential ∆(r) when solved self consistently
in the parent superconductor, takes the form of sum of
different COM channels j [40]:
∆(r) =
∑
j,t
∆j,tφj,
√
2 tay
(
√
2r) . (A1)
Notice that the pair potential used in main text is simply
just keeping j = 0 channel of the above form. The pairing
matrix element between 2DEG-Landau levels as shown in
Eq. 7
GN,MY,Y ′ =
∑
t,j
∫
dr∆tφj,
√
2tay
(
√
2r)φ∗N,Y (r)φ¯M,Y ′(r) ,
(A2)
after substituting the pair potential, the matrix element
involves integrals over product of three Landau level
wavefunctions. Since φ¯M,Y ′ = φ
∗
M,−Y ′ , transforming
Y ′ → −Y ′(since it is just a dummy variable in current
form), and using the transformation to the COM and
relative coordinate systems, the identity [39]
φN,Y (r1)φM,Y ′(r2) =
∑
j
BN,Mj φRj,Yc([r1 + r2]/2)
× φrN+M−j,Yr (r1 − r2) , (A3)
can be used. Here the transformation matrix BN,Mj is de-
fined in Eq. 11, Yc, and Yr are COM and relative guiding
centers respectively. The transformation to COM and
relative coordinates simplifies pairing matrix elements
following the steps:
GN,MY,Y ′ =
∑
t
∑
j,j′
[∆t,jBN,Mj′ φr∗N+M−j′,Yr (0)
×
∫
drφj,
√
2tay
(
√
2r)φR∗j′,Yc(r)]
=
∑
t
∑
j,j′
[∆t,jBN,Mj′ ϕN+M−j′
(
− Yr√
2`
)
δYc,tay√
Lx
×
∫
dyϕj
(√
2
`
(y − tay)
)
ϕj′
(√
2
`
(y − Yc)
)
] .
(A4)
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Here Yc = (Y + Y
′)/2 and Yr = Y − Y ′. The pairing
matrix element is then
GN,MY,Y ′ =
∑
t,j
∆t,jBN,Mj ϕN+M
(
− Yr√
2`
)
δY+Y ′,2tay√
Lx
,
(A5)
which after sum over t and using Eq. 10 substituting
χ|N |+|M |−j for ϕ|N |+|M |−j is the same as written in Eq. 9
of the main text. When the guiding centers are repre-
sented by integer stripe index and a continuum as de-
scribed in main text, the COM and relative guiding cen-
ters are described as,
Yc = (s+ s
′)ay/2 + (kx + k′x)`
2/2 , (A6a)
Yr = (s− s′)ay + (kx − k′x)`2 , (A6b)
and the condition δYc,tay , gives kx = −k′x, s + s′ = 2t.
The above matrix elements are calculated in the ordi-
nary 2DEG Landau level basis for the compactness of
the expression, however, all the numerical calculation in
our main text are performed in Dirac Landau level basis.
The transformation of the above algebra to Dirac Landau
levels N and M follows simply as,
FN,MY,Y ′ =
∑
t
∫
dr∆tφ0,
√
2tay
(
√
2r)ψ∗N,Y (r)ψ¯M,Y ′(r)
= NNNM
∑
t
∫
dr∆tφ0,
√
2tay
(
√
2r)
× [SNφ∗|N |−1,Y (r)φ¯|M |,Y ′(r)
− SMφ∗|N |,Y (r)φ¯|M |−1,Y ′(r)] , (A7)
which simplifies to
FN,MY,Y ′ =
∑
t
∆tDN,M0 ϕN+M
(
− Yr√
2`
)
δY+Y ′,2tay√
Lx
.
(A8)
Above only j = 0 pairing channel is retained. Here DN,Mj
is defined in Eq. 19 of main text. Using the integer stripe
index and continuum label representation for the guiding
center in Eq. A8, we can obtain Eq. 18 of main text.
Appendix B: Higher vorticity vortex lattices
In this section, we consider cases of vortex lattices with
higher order vorticity of each vortex. For simplicity, we
discuss the cases of vorticity two and three and a geomet-
ric vortex lattice associated with transnational symmetry
defined by q = 1 (See the discussion in Sec. III), as shown
in the Fig. 2 (a), (b). Owning to the higher vorticity of
each vortex, the simplest geometric vortex lattice struc-
tures can have even or odd superconducting flux through
the vortex lattice unit cell, depending on the vorticity.
We demonstrate that our main result that vortex lat-
tices with odd superconducting flux per unit cell can not
host odd-Z TSC phase, still applies.
The Symmetric gauge is a more convenient choice to
write down wavefunctions with periodic arrangement of
zeros of desired multiplicity. However, the Landau gauge
is more convenient choice for us to analyze the vortex lat-
tice properties. Hence, we first write down some transfor-
mation properties between the two gauges. For magnetic
field B = Bzˆ, the Landau gauge and symmetric gauge
vector potentials are respectively,
AL = B(−y, 0) , (B1a)
AS =
B
2
(−y, x) , (B1b)
such that
AS = AL +∇χ , (B2)
where,
χ =
Bxy
2
. (B3)
The wavefunctions of any charged particle with charge e˜
in the two gauges are related by the gauge transforma-
tion:
ψS = U(e˜, B)ψL , U(e˜, B) = e
ie˜χ/~ . (B4)
The pair potential with q = 1 geometric vortex lattice
and unit vorticity can be written in Landau gauge as(see
Eq. 12)
∆1L(r) = ∆0
∞∑
t=−∞
eiλt
2
e2itayx/`
2
e−
1
`2
(y−tay)2 . (B5)
This wave function can expressed in terms of the Jacobi
theta function [64]:
∆1L(r) = ∆0e
−y2/`2θ3
(
ay
`2
(x− iy), λ
pi
+ i
ay
ax
)
, (B6)
where the Jacobi theta function is a quasi-periodic ana-
lytic function with simple zeros, defined over two complex
valued arguments z, τ :
θ3(z, τ) =
∑
t
eipiτt
2
e2izt . (B7)
We use numbered subscripts to denote the vorticity
and the subscript ‘S’ and ‘L’ to denote symmetric and
Landau gauge respectively. The symmetric gauge rep-
resentation of the above pair potential can be obtained
using the transformation in Eq. B4,
∆1S(r) = e
−2ieBxy/(2~) ∆1L(r) . (B8)
Notice the use of e˜ = −2e for the Cooper pair of electrons.
The above expression can be caste into more familiar
form of the symmetric gauge wavefunctions by substitut-
ing the complex variables z = x+ iy and z¯ = x− iy,
∆1S(r) = ∆0 e
− |z|2
2`2 e
z¯2
2`2
∞∑
t=−∞
e
(
t2(iλ−ay/ax)+ 2itayz¯`2
)
.
(B9)
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Notice, since above wavefunction is the pair wavefunction
and the associated COM magnetic length `C = `/
√
2, the
form of the above wavefunction
∆1S(r) = ∆0 f(z¯) e
− |z|2
4`2
C , (B10)
where
f(z¯) = e
z¯2
4`2
C
∞∑
t=−∞
e
(
t2(iλ−ay/ax)+ itayz¯
`2
C
)
, (B11)
is an analytic function of z¯, clearly shows that ∆1S(r)
lies in the lowest symmetric gauge Landau level. Further,
since the sum over t part is a Jacobi theta function, it
can be rewritten using the product representation of the
theta function [64]
θ3
(
ay z¯
`2
,
λ
pi
+ i
ay
ax
)
= Π∞m=1(1− e
2impi
(
λ
pi+i
ay
ax
)
)
× (1 + e
i(2m−1)pi
(
λ
pi+i
ay
ax
)
+
2iayz¯
`2
)
× (1 + e
i(2m−1)pi
(
λ
pi+i
ay
ax
)
− 2iayz¯
`2
) .
(B12)
One can see that the zeros of the pair wavefunctions (vor-
tices) occur at
z¯ = ±[(2n+ 1)− (2m− 1)λ/pi]ax
2
∓ i(2m− 1)ay
2
,
(B13)
where n ∈ Z and m ∈ Z+.
To construct the pair potential with vortices of vortic-
ity n in the symmetric gauge, as a first step we simply
raise the pair potential in Eq. B8 to power n upto a
normalization factor N . The nth power of the analytic
part f(z¯) ensures all the zeros have nth order multiplicity
(have vorticity n),
∆n,S(r) = N∆n1S(r)
= N e−n|z|
2
2`2 fn(z¯) . (B14)
However, this increases the density of the vortices by a
factor of n, which is physically only possible if the mag-
netic flux is increased by a factor of n. Since
e−
n|z|2
2`2 = e−
|z|2
2˜`2 , ˜`=
`√
n
. (B15)
We can interpret the new pair potential ∆n,s as the pair
potential in the magnetic field increased by a factor of
n. This way, the geometric vortex lattice remains un-
changed, however the vorticity of each vortex is multi-
plied by the factor of n as the magnetic field is increased
to n-times. All the other changes associated with in-
creased magnetic field can be included in the change in
the normalization factor N . While calculating the ma-
trix elements of the pair potential, one needs to be careful
in using single particle Landau level states in magnetic
field increased by factor of n. Consequently, the Landau
gauge representation of the higher vorticity vortex lattice
follows:
∆n,L(r) = U
†(nB)∆n(n, S)
= U†(nB)Un(B)∆n1,L
= ∆n1,L . (B16)
It is important to note that the above only works be-
cause the pair potential lies in the lowest Landau level.
Higher Landau level in symmetric gauge have differential
operators, hence the gauge transformation and wavefucn-
tion do not commute. The same algebra is manifested in
Landau gauge via Hermite polynomials. By increasing
the power of the Landau gauge wavefunction in higher
Landau level, the Hermite polynomials give higher order
Hermite polynomial. Hence the wavefunction does not
remain in the Hilbert space of the same Landau level.
To calculate the BdG matrix elements of the pair wave-
function, we need to simplify the higher order theta func-
tion to the first order theta functions. Below we will use
two additional Jacobi theta functions defined by
θ1(z, τ) = −ie ipiτ4
∞∑
t=−∞
(−)teipiτ(t2+t)e(2t+1)iz , (B17a)
θ2(z, τ) = e
ipiτ
4
∞∑
t=−∞
eipiτ(t
2+t)e(2t+1)iz . (B17b)
Now, we list some important identities involving Jacobi
theta functions which are useful for the purpose of cal-
culating BdG matrix elements [64, 65]:
θ21(z, τ) = θ2(0, 2τ)θ3(z, τ/2)− θ2(2z, 2τ)θ3(0, τ/2) ,
(B18a)
θ31(z, τ) = θ1(z, τ/3)
θ31(0, τ)
θ1(0, τ/3)− θ1(0,τ)θ
′
1(0,τ/3)
θ′1(0,τ)
,
(B18b)
θ1(z +
pi
2
(τ + 1), τ) = θ2(z +
piτ
2
, τ) , (B18c)
θ3(z, τ) = e
ipiτ
4 eiz θ2(z +
piτ
2
, τ)
= e
ipiτ
4 eiz θ1(z +
pi
2
(τ + 1), τ) . (B18d)
Using the above identities, the square of the Jacobi theta
function is
θ23(z, τ) = e
ipiτ/2 e2iz [ατθ3(z +
pi
2
(τ + 1), τ/2)
− βτe−2ize−ipiτ/2θ3(2z + pi, 2τ)] , (B19)
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where
ατ = θ2(0, 2τ) , βτ = θ3(0, τ/2) . (B20)
Similarly,
θ33(z, τ) = e
2iz eipiτ/3 γτ θ3(z + piτ/3, τ/3) , (B21)
where
γτ =
θ31(0, τ)
θ1(0, τ/3)− θ1(0,τ)θ
′
1(0,τ/3)
θ′1(0,τ)
. (B22)
Next, we calculate the matrix elements of the pair po-
tential in the Landau quantized single electron basis for
the case of vorticity two and three.
Vorticity two- If each vortex has vorticity two, the pair
potential in the Landau gauge takes the form
∆2L(r) = N∆20e−y
2/˜`2 θ23(w, τ)
= N∆20e−y
2/˜`2 e2iweipiτ/2[ατθ3(w +
pi
2
(τ + 1), τ/2)− βτe−2iwe−ipiτ/2θ3(2w + pi, 2τ)]
= −N∆20[ατ
∑
t
(−)teiλt2/2eitayx/`2e− 1`2 (y−tay/2)2 + βτ
∑
t
e2iλt
2
e2itayx/`
2
e−
1
`2
(y−tay)2 ] (B23)
where,
w =
ay
2˜`2
(x− iy) , τ = λ
pi
+ i
ay
ax
, (B24)
and,
axay = 2pi ˜`
2 , ˜`= `/
√
2 . (B25)
calculating the matrix element of the pair potential
∆2L(r) in the ordinary 2DEG Landau level basis, where
the guiding centers are Y = say + kx`
2 and Y ′ =
s′ay − kx`2, we obtain
GN,Ms,s′ = −
N√
Lx
∆20ϕN+M
(
− Yr√
2˜`
)
BN,M0 [
∑
t
((ατ + βτ )e
2iλt2δs+s′,2t − ατeiλ(2t+1)2/2δs+s′,2t+1)] . (B26)
The first term in the above matrix element couples odd
integers with odd integers and even integers with even
integers (δs+s′ = 2t term), while the second term above
couples odd integer index with even integer index. If
one tries to diagonalize the system in the representation
of odd stripe index and even stripe index, as done in
the main text, the non-zero off diagonal coupling leads
to avoided crossings and breaks the double degeneracy.
Hence, it can allow situations with odd-Z TSC phase.
This agrees with our main result, since for q = 1 geo-
metric arrangements, vortices of vorticity two have two
superconducting fluxes per vortex lattice unit cell.
Vorticity three- If each vortex has vorticity three, the
pair potential in Landau gauge takes the form
∆3L(r) = N∆30e−y
2/˜`2 θ33(w, τ)
= N∆30e−y
2/˜`2 e2iweipiτ/3γτ θ3(w + piτ/3, τ/3)
= N∆30γτ
∑
t
eiλt
2/3e2itayx/(3`
2)e−
1
`2
(y−tay/3)2 ,
(B27)
where,
w =
ay
3˜`2
(x− iy) , τ = λ
pi
+ i
ay
ax
, (B28)
and,
axay = 3pi ˜`
2 , ˜`= `/
√
3 . (B29)
calculating the matrix element of the pair potential
∆3L(r) in the ordinary 2DEG Landau level basis, we
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obtain
GN,Ms,s′ =
N√
Lx
∆30ϕN+M
(
− Yr√
2`
)
BN,M0
×
∑
t
[γτe
iλt2/3δ2(s+s′),3t] . (B30)
The above expression only allows pairing between guiding
centers with both even or both odd integer index labels.
Hence, the system again decouples into two degenerate
subsystems and can only allow even-Z TSC phase. Since,
vorticity three vortex lattice has odd flux per vortex lat-
tice unit cell, that is exactly what is expected from our
main results.
Appendix C: Vortex lattice symmetry and magnetic
Bloch states
When the superconductor has vortex lattice symmetry,
such that |∆t+q| = |∆t|, we first write the integer index
s of the guiding center as pq +m, such that
Y = (pq +m)ay + kx`
2 , (C1a)
Y ′ = (p′q +m′)ay − kx`2 . (C1b)
Then the pairing matrix element coupling guiding centers
Y and Y ′ in this representation is given by
FN,M{p,m};{p′,m′}(kx) =
∑
t,n
∆tq+nδp+p′,2tδm+m′,2n
× χ|N |+|M |−1([q(p− p′) + (m−m′)]ay + 2kx`2) .
(C2)
In this representation the BdG matrix equation takes
form (only the upper block shown, lower block follows
trivially):
ξNu
ν
N,p,m(kx) +
∑
M,p′,m′
FN,M{p,m};{p′,m′}(kx)vνM,p′,m′(kx) = EuνN,p,m(kx)
=⇒ ξNuνN,p,m(kx) +
∑
M
FN,M{p,m};{2t−p,2n−m}(kx)vνM,2t−p,2n−m(kx) = EuνN,p,m(kx) (C3)
To diagonalize the above matrix equations, we now trans-
form to the magnetic Bloch states defined on the electron
and hole part of the Landau level basis in the BdG equa-
tions respectively
φN,m,k(r) =
√
qay
Ly
∑
t
eiky(qt+m)ayeipiλqt(t−1)/2ei(piλm−θ/2)tφN,kx`2+(qt+m)ay (r) , (C4a)
φ∗N,m,−k(r) =
√
qay
Ly
∑
t
eiky(qt+m)aye−ipiλqt(t−1)/2e−i(piλm−θ/2)tφ∗N,−kx`2+(qt+m)ay (r) . (C4b)
Now after expanding the eigenvector Ψνm,k(r) =
(
∑
N u
ν
N,m,kψN,m,k(r),
∑
N v
ν
N,m,kψ
∗
N,m,−k(r))
., the
upper BdG block diagonalization equation
ξNu
ν
N,n(k) +
∑
M,m
FN,Mn,m (k)vνM,m(kx) = E(k)uνN,n(k) ,
(C5)
is obtained for n ∈ [0, .., q − 1]. Here the Fourier repre-
sentation of the pairing matrix element is obtained as:
FN,Mn,m (k) = DN,M0
∑
t
∆qt+(n+m)/2e
−ipiλqt(t−1)e−i(2piλn−θ)teikyay(2qt+n−m)χ|N |+|M |−1[(2qt+ n−m)ay + 2kx`2] .
(C6)
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For the purpose of the discussion in next section, we also explicitly write down the pairing matrix element for
electrons in ordinary 2DEG Landau levels:
GN,Mn,m (k) = BN,M0
∑
t
∆qt+(n+m)/2e
−ipiλqt(t−1)e−i(2piλn−θ)teikyay(2qt+n−m)χN+M [(2qt+ n−m)ay + 2kx`2] . (C7)
Appendix D: Superconductivity in Ordinary 2DEG
Landau level
In this section we extend the discussion in the main
text to the ordinary 2DEG Landau levels and show the
main results of inducing superconductivity in QH regime
and the connection between vortex lattice structure and
odd-Z classification of TSC is insensitive to this detail.
Although the low field limit of the two cases is dramat-
ically different. To convey the main point through sim-
plified analysis, we consider only the q = 1 case.
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FIG. 8. Bulk BdG quasiparticle spectrum at strong (a) and
(c) vs weak (b) and (d) field. For the Dirac model of the
normal state, as the magnetic field is decreased the lowest
energy vortex core bound states are at zero energy as shown
in (b). This indicates the system is effective p-wave super-
conductor as predicted by Fu-Kane model [18]. In contrast
when Landau levels of ordinary 2DEG are proximity coupled
to s-wave superconductor, in the weak field limit, the lowest
vortex core bound state is at finite energy as shown in (d).
This is expected for an s-wave superconductor.
To have a good comparative understanding of the two
cases, first consider the single Landau level limit. When
µ is exactly at Landau level energy, the spectrum:
E(k) =
{
±|FN,N (k)| Dirac Landau level ,
±|DN,N (k)| Ordianry 2DEG . (D1)
only differs through the order of the Hermite polyno-
mial appearing in the pairing matrix element. Now no-
tice that, the single Landau level pairing matrix ele-
ment for Dirac Landau level has odd Hermite polyno-
mial of order 2|N | − 1, while for ordinary 2DEG, has
even Hermite polynomial of order 2N . Because of this,
FN,N (k) = −FN,N (−k) and DN,N (k) = DN,N (−k).
Hence, irrespective of type of vortex lattice, the BdG
Hamiltonian in single Landau level is odd parity for Dirac
case and even parity for ordinary 2DEG case. This means
only the Dirac case in its single Landau level limit can be
an effective p-wave system. Now focusing on only k = 0
point, the Dirac case is gapless at that point with Dirac
touching point, while ordinary 2DEG case is generally
not.
Δ0 − Δ1
𝜖0
= 2,
Δ0 + Δ1
2𝜖0
= 1.6
FIG. 9. A representative case of finite width spectrum (in the
units of 0 = ~ωc of two ordinary 2DEG Landau levels prox-
imity coupled to an s-wave superconductor. For clarity, we
have removed the non topological edge state from the figure.
The red and blue denote opposite edges. Hence, the system
has exactly one chiral edge mode. The parameters are chosen
fictitiously, such that Landau level gaps and superconducting
pair potential amplitudes are comparable.
The discussion in single Landau limit, although brings
out qualitative difference between effective pairing sym-
metry of Dirac Landau level case compared to 2DEG
Landau level case, however under our construction sin-
gle Landau level cannot drive topological phase changes
in either scenario. If we turn to the opposite limit of
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weak magnetic field where many Landau levels contribute
to pairing, the situation is again dramatically different
for Dirac and ordinary 2DEG case. Dirac case with
T -symmetry proximitized to an s-wave superconductor
is shown to be an effective p-wave superconductor [18],
while the ordinary 2DEG case is s-wave superconductor.
This can be seen in the Fig. 8(b) and (d). In the iso-
lated vortex limit, which is relevant at weak magnetic
field, an s-wave superconductor binds Caroli-de Gennes-
Matricon states to the vortex core, which have energy
levels En ∼ (n + 1/2)∆2/EF , where ∆ is the supercon-
ducting gap and EF is the Fermi energy and n is a pos-
itive integer [66]. This can be seen by the finite energy
of the lowest energy band in Fig. 8(d). In contrast for
the p-wave superconductor vortex core levels have en-
ergy En ∼ n∆2/EF [67]. This is evident in the Fig. 8
(b) with the zero energy band of vortex core states. In
terms of possibility of Majorana, this means the Dirac
case can bind MZMs at the vortex core under suitable
conditions, while the vortex core bound states for 2DEG
case is always complex fermion beacuse of the associated
finite energy.
For the intermediate limit of a few Landau level, which
is of focus in this work, the qualitative physics for Dirac
and 2DEG is similar. In particular, in context of possibil-
ity of odd or even number of chiral Majorana edge modes,
the vortex lattice structure is the main tuning knob. As
shown in Fig 9 for a representative case of two landau
level model of ordinary 2DEG, the odd number of chiral
Majorana edge modes can be achieved by suitable tuning
of Landau level gap, superconducting pair potential and
vortex lattice structure.
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